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firmed that belief.1 Even after the enthronement, when
Renter's telegram, stating that the draft Mandate for elraq had
come before the League of Nations for approval, was published
in 'Iraq, on September 8th, it was accompanied by a lengthy
official communique intended to quiet Nationalist appre-
hension.2 The communique explained that the slow-moving
machinery engaged in the production of the Mandate, once
started, 'could not be stopped until its work was done . . .
although it is common knowledge that the relations of the two
Governments are now to be determined in another way'. It
stated that its 'obligations to the people of this country and to
the League of Nations, the British Government has no intention
of repudiating5, but the effect of the statement was neutralized
by the emphasis on the fact that 'the Mandate as drafted .. . has
now become an obsolete vehicle for the expression of relations
that will exist between the Government of Great Britain and of
'Iraq from now onward'.
The newly aroused Nationalist suspicions were confirmed in
the first unequivocal statement since June lyth, 1920, of the
intentions of H.M. Government towards 'Iraq, made by the
Rt. Hon. H. A. L. Fisher at Geneva, November xyth, 1921. On
that date, Mr. Fisher, after informing the League that Great
Britain found it expedient to operate the Mandate by means of
a treaty, stated:
It will be understood that the proposed treaty will serve
merely to regulate the relations between his Majesty's
Government, as Mandatory Power, and the Arab Govern-
ment of Irak. It is not intended as a substitute for the
Mandate, which will remain the operation document defin-
ing the obligations undertaken by his Majesty's Government
on behalf of the League of Nations.3
In spite of the efforts to minimize Mr. Fisher's statement
1 Al-Muftd, August 19th, 1922.
8 Baghdad Times, September 8th, 1921.
3 Official Journal, League of Nations, No. 10-12 (1921), p. 1217.
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